GENERAL COMMENTS
The authors of the manuscript "The benefits of hardware removal in patients with pain after fracture healing of the ankle: a systematic review protocol" want to find an answer to the question whether hardware removal after ankle fractures is necessary or not. 
This is manuscript is a study protocol which appears to follow the guidelines for authors in the Journal. This proposed study aims to address a topic of clinical and educational interest, with clear objectives and outcome measures. The authors are adhering to the PRISMA guidelines when designing their systematic review. The manuscript is well written and to a good standard of English. Therefore I suggest it is suitable for consideration for publication as a study protocol.
VERSION 1 -AUTHOR RESPONSE
Our sincere gratitude to both reviewers and editor for comments and input on the protocol. Changes have been made in accordance to editorial requests and reviewers response point-by-point.
-Regarding the poor quality of English we have revised and thoroughly copy-edited the manuscript.
-The presentation of the manuscript has been revised.
-The introduction section has been expanded.
-In page 4, systematic reports has been changed to systematic reviews.
-An explanation to why the literature search has been restricted to a certain date is now included in the manuscript.
-The full search strategy is not in the manuscript but now moved to a supplementary file that is referred to.
-The PRISMA-P Checklist has been revised in accordance to Reviewers comment.
-Regarding the comment of reviewer: 1, Hans Goost, to include patient with other type of discomfort than pain we agree and have made changes to include these patients as well. The outcome of these patients will be "patient satisfaction".
Once again, thank you for your input.
